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RESEARCH MEMORANDUM

FORCES AND MOMENTS ON POINTED AND BLUNT-NOSED BODIES
OF REVOLUTION AT MACH NUMBERS FROM 2.75 TO 5.00

By David H. Dennis and Bernard E. Cunningham
SUMMARY

Results of force and moment tests at Mach numbers from 2.75 to 5.00
on pointed and blunt-nosed bodies of revolution are presented and com-
pared with predictions of the second-crder cone theory of Stone and the
impact theory of Newton. Cones and tangent ogives of fineness ratilos
from 3 to 7, and blunt-nosed shapes having fineness ratios of 3 amnd 5,
were tested at angles of attack from 0° to 25°. Reynolds numbers based
on body length varied from 0.5 million to 6.4 million, depending on body
fineness ratio and test Mach number.

Comparisons of force characteristics of the various body shapes
ghow that the blunt-nosed shapes are generally more efficient lifting
bodies, from the standpoint of lift-drag ratios, than the cones or ogives
of the same fineness ratio. It i1s also found throughout the Mach number
range that within the range of fineness ratios tested, increasing hody
fineness ratio results in higher 1ift-drag ratios.

Predictions of the inclined-cone theory of Stone are found to agree
well with experimentally determined characteristics of cones up to angles
of attack equal to thelr semlapex angles. At higher angles of attack the
measured lifte and increments of drag are higher than predicted by the
theory. Throughout the angle-of-attack range the impact theory predicts
lower 1ift and higher increments of drag than measured, but, as might be
expected, the agreement between theory and experiment improves with
increasing Mach number.

INTRODUCTION

The attalnment of higher supersonic speeds by missiles has been _
accompanied by a trend toward configurations conslsting principally of a
body, with small planar surfaces attached primarily for the purpose of
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achleving stable and controlled flight. It is evident, of course, that
the resultant aerodynamic forces acting on such a configuration are con-
tributed 1n large part by the body. Hence, 1t may be expected that
accurate knowledge of the forces and attendant moments acting on inclined
bodies will be essential to the proper design of misslles operating at
high supersonic Mach numbers.

At present, however, information on inclined body characteristics
at high Mach numbers 1s restricted to that obtainsble from approximate
theorles and to that provided by a limlted number of experiments. Of the
avallable theories for predicting the forces and moments on inclined
bodies, perhaps the most suiteble at the. Mach numbers under consideration
are those of Stone and Ferri for cones (references 1 and 2, respectively)
and that of Newton (i. .e., the impact theory, reference 3) for bodies of
arbitrary shape. In general, however, the former theories are not appli-
cable to cones inclined at large angles with respect to the free stream,
while the Newtonian theory cannot be expected to apply asccurately to
typical body shepes unless the free-stream Mach number is very large i
compared to 1 (i.e., the flight speed is hypersonic). Thus it ie evident
that theory, as now developed, does not adequsately provide the desired
aerodynamic information. In the case of experiment, some data for
inclined bodies are available for Mach numbers of about 4 (see, e.g.,
references 4 and 5) but only limited tests at higher Mach numbers have
been reported (see reference 6). 1In all the tests at high supersonic
speeds reported to date, body shapes have been restricted to cone or
ogive cylinders and only a few detalled comparisons with theories have
been made.

It is evident, then, that more information of both an experimental
and theoreticel nature is needed on the serodynaemic characteristics of
inclined bodies at high supersonic speede. As a step in the dlrection
toward providing this informstion, an experimental program to determine
the aerodynamic characteristics of bodles of revolution at angles of
attack from 0° to 25 and Mach numbers from 2.7 to 5 was undertaken.
The first phase of this program, reported herein, concerns the determi-
nation of the force and pitching-moment characteristics of pointed nose
gections of fineness ratios from 3 to 7 and blunt-tipped nose sections of
fineness ratios 3 and 5. A comparison of these characteristics with
those predilicted by the theories previously discussed is also included.

SYMBOLS

Cp drag coefficient D 2)
anry

ACp increment of drag coefficient Gue to angle of attack
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C, 11ift coefficient L
anry
t
Co pitching-moment coefficient about body nose <pitCh:;ng 1:?‘1611 )
TIh

c.D. center of pressure location, percent body length from nose

D body drag

i) body fineness retio (—2%\?)

L body 1ift

M free~stream Mach number

1 body length

q free-stream dynamic pressure

r body radius

Ty radius of body at base

Re Reynolds number based on body length
X axial distance measured from body nose
n exponent in equation defining body shapes
o angle of attack

EXPERIMENT

Test Apparatus and Methods

The tests were conducted in the Ames 10- by lh-inch supersonic wind
tunnel which is & continuous flow, nonreturn-type tunnel, operating with
a nominal supply pressure of 6 atmospheres. By changing the relative
positions of the symmetrical top and bottom walls of the wind tunnel, the
Mach number in the test section mey be varied from approximately 2.7
to 5.0. A detailled description of the wind tunnel and 1ts associated
equipment may be found in reference 7. '

Aerodynamic forces and moments were measured by a three-component
strain-gage balance. Forces parallel and perpendicular to the balance

»
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axis and moments about points slightly downstream of the body bases were
determined directly. These forces were resolved to give pitching moments
about the body noses and 1ift and drag forces normael to and parallel with
the free-stream direction, respectively. Angles of attack greater than
the 15° obtainsble by rotating the model-balance assembly were reached
with the 21d of bent-sting model supports. Tare forces on the sting
supports were eliminated by enclosing the stings in shrouds that extended
to within 0.0%0 inch of the model base.

Forces acting on the basges of the models were determined from base-
pressure readings made with the aid of a McLeod gage. These forces were
subtracted from measured total forces; thus, the data presented include
only the aerodynamic forces and moments acting on the portions of the
test bodies ahead of the bases.

Static and dynamic pressures in the test section were determined
from wind-tunnel calibration data and stagnation pressures measured
wlth a Bourdon type pressure gage.

Models

Tangent ogive shapes and shapes defined by the equation

em(3)

for values of n equal to 1, 3/4, and 1/2 were tested. Thus, there are
included two pointed-nosed shapes, conical (n = 1) and ogival, and two
blunt-nosed shepes, slightly blunt (n = 3/4) and parsbolic (n = 1/2).

To compare the shapes of these bodies, a sketch of the profiles of fine-
ness ratio 3 is shown in figure 1(a). Figure 1(b) is a photograph of
the 11 test bodles; the fineness ratios 3, 4, 5, and 7 cones, fineness
ratios 3 and 5 3/k-power and 1/2-power blunt bodies, and the fineness
ratios 3, 5, and T tangent ogives. All models were of polished steel
and had basge diameters of 1 inch. :

The cones and ogives were employed since they are representative of
nose sections commonly used on missiles. Also, 1t may be noted that the
cone is an approximation to the minimum drag body of revolution for glven
base diemeter and surface area at high supersonlic speeds (see reference T).
The 3/4-power bodies (n = 3/4) were included particulerly to determine
experimentally if the advantage of very low drag (for a given fineness
ratio) at zero 1ift exhibited by this shape (see reference 7) results in
a more efficient 1lifting body than those commonly used. The 1/2~power
bodies were chosen since they are sufficiently blunt at the nose to
facilitate the installation of a seeker, while having relatively low

iR,
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zero-1ift drag (less, for example, than the ogive of the same fineness
ratio; see reference 7). In addition, it is clear that tests on these
bodies provide means of determining the accuracy of existing inclined-
cone theory and the applicability of the impact theory to bodles of a
fairly wide range of shapes in the test Mach number reange.

Accurecy of Test Results

Variations in Mach number in the region of the test section where
models were located did not exceed $0.06 at any test condition and, in
general, deviations from nominal Mach numbers were not greater than +0.03.
Corresponding variations in stream static pressure were sufficlently small
so that buoyancy corrections were necessary only for the measured drags
at Mach number 2.75.

Peviations in free-stream Reynolds number for a given Mach number
from the values shown in figure 2 did not exceed 130,000.

The estimated errors in the angle-of-attack values due to uncer-
tainties in corrections for stream angle and for deflections of the
o]
model-support system were *0.2°.

Precision of the computed force coefficients was affected both by
inaccurate measurements of the aerodynamic forces by the balance system,
and by uncertainties in the determination of free-stream dynamic pres-
sures and base pressures. These uncertainties may result in maximum
errors in 1ift and drag coefficients at the high angles of attack
of *0.008 at Msch numbers from 2.7 to 4.5, and *0.035 at Mach number 5.0.
At angles of attack less than about 10° the corresponding maximum errors
are *0.004% and 0,015, respectively. Possible errors in moment coeffi-
cients, due mainly to errors in measured 11ft, were of the same magnitude
as errors in 1ift coefficlents.

It should be noted that the sbove discussion concerns maximum
errors and that, in general, the results presented are in error by less
than half of the foregoing estimates.

A possible additional uncertainty in the results presented

for M = 5.00 is due to the presence of a small amount of condensed air in
the stream. A detailed discussion of condensation in the 10- by lhk-inch
supersonic wind tunnel and its effects on the forces acting on modele mey
be Pound in reference 8. In this paper it was shown that for a body of
revolution at zero angle of attack and for wedge airfoils, the change in
surface pressure due to condensed air in the flow is of the same magni-
tude as that caused by the effective change in body shape due to boundary-
layer growth. In view of this result, it seems logical to expect that the

— - ) .
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corresponding pressure change on inclined podies would be small (not
exceeding about 10 percent at high angle of attack). As will be cbserved
later, the forces on models were influenced to a relatively small extent
by the presence of condensed air.

Presentation of Test Results

Because only experimental results typical of those obtained during
this investigation are presented in the following dimcussion, & large
portion of the data is not shown in graphical form. All the experimental
results of the tests are presented in tebles I to XI. Lift, drag, and
pitching-moment coefficients, centers of pressure, and lift-drag ratios
at the several test Mach numbers are tabulated for each of the 11 test
bodies at varlous angles of attack.

DISCUSSION CF RESULTS

Experimental Resultls

Charecteristics of cones.- To 1llustrate the effects of fineness
ratio on the aerodynamic characteristics of the test bodles, the vari-
ations of 1ift coefficient with angle of attack, with drag coefficlent,
and with center of pressure for cones of fineness ratios 3, 4, 5, and 7
are shown in figure 3. It may be seen that throughout the test Mach
number range the varilation of 1ift coefficient with angle of attack does
not change appreciably with cone flneness ratio up to angles of attack
of 4°to 5 At 5 and above the data show that increasing the fineness _
ratio results in appreciably higher lift coefficients. It is also
evident that, although the lift coefficients increase slightly with
increasing Mach number at very small angles of attack, the 1ift coef-
ficlents generslly decrease wilth increasing Mach number at angles of
attack greater than approximately 10°.

The curves in figure 3 which present the varletions of 1ift coef-
ficient with drag coefficient show that, within the range of fineness
ratios tested, increasing fineness ratio results in lower zero-lift drag
and lower increments of drag for glven increments of 1ift throughout the
Mach number and angle-of-attack ranges. It may also be seen that for a
given angle of attack, the drag coefficients of the long cones do not
exceed those of the shorter cones until the angles of attack exceed
about 15 _

Centers of pressure are approximately the same for all cones
tested and, within the ranges of 1ift coefficlent where accurate

S NELREAT Thin
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center-of-pressure data were obtained,l there 1s little or no shift of
centers of pressure with increasing 1ift or with changes in Mach number.

To show the variation of lifting efficiency with body fineness
ratio, the 1lift-drag ratios of the several cones at Mach number 4.0l are
shown as a function of 1ift coefficient in figure 4. It is clear that,
within the range of fineness ratios tested, the 1ift-drag ratios increase
with increasing cone fineness ratio. The maximum lift-drag ratios occur
at approximetely the same value of 1ift coefficient (CL X 0.32) for all
of the cones. Furthermore, the angles of attack for maximum L/D vary
only from 8° for the fineness ratio 7 cone to 10° for the fineness
retio 3 cone.

The effects of Mach number variation on lift-drag ratio are indi-
cated in figure 5 where the 1lift-drag ratios of the fineness ratio 5
cone are plotted with respect to 1lift coefficient for the several test
Mach numbers. It is evident that at high 1ift coefficients, lift-drag
ratio decreases with increasing Mach number. Maximum 1ift-drag ratio
occurs, under the conditions of the present tests, at Mach number L4.Ol.
However, the large changes of Reynolds number with Mach number and the
resultant variation of skin-friction drag may have comparatively large
effects on the variation of maximum lift-drag ratio with Mach number.Z
Thus the variation of L/Dpgx with Mach number at constent Reynolds
number would probably be somewhat different from that shown in figure 5.

Effects of profile shape.- The effects on aerodynemic character-
istics of changes in profile shape of bodies of given fineness ratioc are
shown in figures 6, 7, 8, and 9. Variations of 1ift coeffielent with
angle of attack, drag coefficient, and center of pressure, and vari-
ations of lift-drag ratio with 1lift coefficient are presented for the
fineness ratio 3 bodies at Mach numbers 2.75, 4.01, and 5.00 in
Tigures 6, T, and 8, respectively, and for the fineness ratio 5 bodles at
Mach number 4,01 in figure 9.

At a glven angle of inclination, 1ift coefficilents vary with body
shape approximetely as body plan-form ares. For example, at a given Mach
number the ogives and l/2-power bodies which have very nearly the same
Plan-form area have approximately the same 1ift throughout the angle-of-
attack range, while the 3/h-power bodies and cones have lower 1lift by

lCenter-of-pressure data at low values of 1ift coefficient and at
M =5.00 are subject to considerable error due to uncertainties in
measurements of the very small 1ift and moment.

27t should be noted that the variation with Mach number of the 1ift coef-
ficient for E/Dpgy 1s similar to that predicted by the inclined cone
theory of Stone. The variation of lift-drag ratio with Mach number at
high 1ift coefficients is also in agreement with that given by Stone.

= SNy
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approximately the same percentages that their plan-form areas differ
from those of the ogives and 1/2-power bodies.

It may be seen In the polar curves that the 3/h-power bodies, due
to thelr low drag, are the most efficilent 1lifting bodies at low angles
of attack. However, the increase in dreg with a given increment of 1ift
is greater for these bodies and for the cones than for the l/2fpower and
ogive bodies of the same fineness ratioc at the higher angles of attack,
This is reflected in the lift-drag-ratio curves (figs. 6(b), T(bv), 8(b),
and 9(b)) where it is seen that, at large values of 1ift coefficient,

. the l/2-power and ogive ghapes are more efficient 1ifting shepes than
the 3/4-power bodies and conmes. It should be noted that the relatively
low values of lift-drag ratio for the fineness ratio 3 bodies at Mach
number 5.00 (fig. 8(b)) are due to the low test Reynolds number and the
attendant high friction drag at this Mach number.

The centers of pressure are relatively unaffected by changes of
1ift coefficient, at least within the range of angle of attack where
slight uncertainties in 1ift and pitching moment did not result in large
errors in center-of-pressure determinations.

In general, the results in figures 6 to 9 show that the force
characteristics of the cones and the 3/L-power bodies are somewhat
similar and those of the ogivee and 1/2-power bodies are similar. ~
Furthermore, the blunt-nosed shapes of these two pairs are better than
the corresponding sharp-nosed shapes from the standpoint of lower drag
for a given 1ift coefficient throughout the test angle-of-attack range.
The test results also show that up to 1lift coefficients of approximately
0.5 the 3/h-power bodies, which for a given fineness ratic have minimum
drag at zero lift (see reference T), retain their low-drag advantage and
haye the highest lift-drag ratiocs of the bodies tested.

Comparisons of Theory With Experiment

Characteristics of cones.- Experimental results showing the varia-
tion of 1ift coefficient with angle of attack, increment of drag coef-
flcient, and center of pressure for fineness ratios 3 and 5 cones are
compared in figure 10 with Stone's second-order theorys and with impact

®The tsbulated values of references 9, 10, and 11 were used in conjunc-
tion with equations (21) and (22) (for drag and lift-force coefficients,
respectively) of reference 12. This procedure was necessary to trans-
fer the coordinate system from wind axes used in references 10 and 11
to body ‘axes. ’ : :

AWRSNNEDINE
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'theory.4 For these comparisons, values of increments of drag coef-
Ticient have been shown rather than totel foredrag coefficients because
friction dreg is not taken into account by these theories.® The data in
figure 10 show that the inclined-cone theory of Stone predicts with good
accuracy the variation of 1ift with angle of attack up to angles equal
to about the half-cone angles (9.46° for the fineness ratio 3 cone

and 5.74° for the fineness ratio 5 cone). Increments of drag due to
1ift are predicted by the inclined-cone theory with good accuracy up to
larger angles. In fact, agreement between theoretical and experimental
drag polars is good up to experimental 1ift coefficients corresponding
to angles of attack of 15° to 20°. It should be noted, however, that
the agreement of polars (particularly in the case of the fineness

ratio 5 cone) is due to low theoretical predictions both of 1ift and of
increment of drag in the high angle-of-attack range.

The impact theory generally predicts lower 1ift coefficients but
higher increments of drag coefficient due to 1ift than measured experi-
mentally. The variation of increment of drag with angle of attack,
however, is relatively accurately predicted. It is not to be expected,
of course, that the impact theory should apply accurately at these
relatively low Mach numbers. It is interesting to note, however, that
with increasing Mach number the magnitudes of the measured force coef-
ficients approach those predicted by the impact theory. The comparisons
between impact theory and experimental results at M = 6.86 presented
in reference 6 indicate that this trend continues to that Mach number.

Both the cone theory and the impact theory predict the center of
DPressure at & point two-thirds the cone length from the apex. The
experimental results show the center of pressure to be very slightly aft
(1ess than 3 percent of body length) of the predicted location throughout
the angle-of-attack range. . <

Characteristics of blunt-nosed and ogive bodies.- Comparisons of
typical results of the impact theory and experiment for the character-
istics of the 3/k-power, 1/2-power, and ogive bodies are shown in
Tigure 11. The trend noted in the consideration of the come results is
again evident. That is, with increasing Mach number, body force charac-
teristics epproach those predicted by the impact theory. In this con-
nection, it is observed also that the impact theory is in somewhat better

4Equa.tions developed by Grimminger, Williams, and Young (reference 13)

were used for all impact-theory calculations in the present paper.
Pressure coefficients on the lee or "shaded" portions of the bodies
were assumed to be zero and centrifugal-force effects were neglected.

51t 1is tacitly assumed that the contribution of friction drag to total

drag does not vary spprecisbly within a moderately large angle-of-attack
range. It is also noted that comparison of drag lncrements eliminstes
errors in the prediction of zero 1ift pressure drag by the impact theory

(see reference T).
SECURITY INFOE%E%ION
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agreement with experiment at Mach number 5.00 for these bodies than for

the cones. This result is most probably due to the fact that the flow

in the region of the noses of these bodies, by virtue of their relative -
bluntnees, has more nearly the characteristics of a truly hypersonic

flow than in the case of the cones. Again the centers of pressure are

very slightly aft of the locations predicted theoretically.

The reletively good agreement between the predictions of the impact
theory and the experimental results at the higher test Mach numbers must
be considered at least partly fortultous, since these Mach numbers are
considerably lower than those for which the theory would be expected to
epply with reasonable accuracy. This agreement probably resulits prima~
rily because the differences between the flow conditions assumed in the
development of the theory and those that actually exist, in general,
have compensating effects on the aserodynamic forces on bodies. For
example, the pressure coeffilcients on the lee portions of the bodies are
assumed to be zero, while under the test conditions these pressure coef-
ficlents are probably slightly negative (see, e.g., reference 4).
On the other hand, the neglect, by the theory, of centrifugal relieving
forces which exist on the windward sides of the bodies tends to offset
this discrepancy. Similarly, the neglect of friction forces may be
partly compensated for by an incomplete transformation of the normal .
component of momentum to pressure forces. —

An sdditional factor having perhaps a small favorable effect on the
sgreement between impasct theory and experiment at Mach number 5.00 is _
the presence of condensed air in the flow. The change in forces due to
condensed air is caused by re-evaporation of the condensed phase as 1t
passes through the bow wave, thus bringing about a small decrease in
pressure on the windward sides of the models. In addition, the pres-
sures on the lee sides may not decrease to the normal extent if
recondensation takes place. -

CONCLUSIONS

Analysis of the results of tests at Mach numbers from 2.75 to 5.00
on inclined bodies of revolution in the Ames 10- by li-inch supersonic
wind tunnel has led to the following conclusions:

l. Within the ranges of fineness ratio and Mach number of the =
tests, the lift-drag ratios of bodies of similar shape increase with
inereasing fineness ratio.

2. At high 1ift coefficients the lift-drag ratio of a given body -
decreases with increasing Mach number. ;
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3. At high angles of inclination the 1ift coefficient on bodies of
equal fineness'ratio varies approximastely as the plan-form areas of the
bodies.

k., The blunt-nosed bodies tested are generally more efficient
1iPting bodies, from the standpoint of lift-drag retio, than are the
pointed-nosed cone and oglve shapes of the same fineness ratio.

5. The 3/h-power body which, for a given fineness ratio has minimum
zero=-1lift drag at high supersonic speeds, has the greatest L/Dmax of
the bodies tested.

6. The second-order inclined-cone theory of Stone adequately
predicts the variations with angle of attack of 1lift, increment of drag,
and center of pressure up to angles approximastely equal to the semiapex
angles of the cones.

7. With increasing Mach number the serodynamic characteristics of
811 models approach those predicted by the impact theory. The agreement
at M = 5.00 between impact theory and experiment is somewhat better for
the ogive and blunt-tipped shapes than for the cones.

Ames Aeronautical Isboratory )
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics
Moffett Field, Calif.
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TABLE I.- EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS, CONE, FINENESS RATIO 3

-3

WL
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M e [ CL [Cp [Ca [ LD |ep ¥ | o | |lop |m [/ |eop.
2.75 | ~1.0[-0.028/0.093{ -~ -|-0.030( - - | 4.01 | 12.3 |0.392|0.185|.0.202| 2.12 | 69.2
o | -.002| .092] - -] -.016| - - 141 | 450l .221f -.338( 2.0% | 69.0
1.0 .028| .093}0.020| .300[67.6 15.% | .503| .2%B8| -.382|1.9% | 68.9
3.0 .086] .102|-.062| .845|67.8 16.2 | .520| .277| ~.391| 1.88 | 67.8
5.0 .140| .111)-,099]| 1.26 (66.7 20.1 | .6W4| .395] ~.501| 1.63 | 67.6
5.3 15| .111(-,114] 1.%0 |68.5 23.2 | .723| .483| -.589|1.50 | 68.9
7.8] .232| .130(-.169] 1.79 |€8.2
10.3[ .318| .157|-.234| 2.02 [68.7 || .48 | -2.0 |-.027| 0B8] - -|-.306| - -
12.9| 43| .196]-.307| 2.10 |68.8 0 -.002 .088| -~ -|-.019| - -
15.1| .%13| .239(-.388] 2.15 69.E 1.0 | .026| .087] - -| .298| - -
15.4| .=m18| ,2u3(-, 2.13 |70. 2.2 | 038 .096|--028| .39%4[67.0
15.41 .506| .245|-,382] 2.07 [69.1 2.8 | .0T5| .096|=-060| .786| 75.1
20.2 .7ik| .382{-,558| 1.87 [69.6 5.0 | 134 .109]-.094|1.22 |65.8
25.3| .877| .564}..718| 1.96 |69.7 7.8 | .228] .136}-.165|1.68 | 67.T
8.3 .257| .134}=-.193}1.91 | TO0.k
3.49 1 ~1.0| -.027( .0B4[ - -] -.325( ~ - 10.3 | .326| .162{-.24%7(2.01 | 70.5
0 002 084 - -] .om1| - - 11.8 | .376| .185(~.288]2.03 | T1.0
1.0| .028| .0B4|..oz0| -336/68.2 13.2 | .k23| .210|~-.329|2.01 | 71.6
3.0 .088| .093(-.062| .927|68-0 15.3 | .4B7| .260|~-379|1.88 | TO.%
5.0 .145| .104|__104| 1.%0 |68.2 17.1 | .550| .312| =433 |1.76 | T0.1
5.3 .151| .101|-.107]| 1.%0 |67-0 18.1 | .582| .336|-M43|1.73 | 67.3
7.8 .232| .123|-.166| 1.89 |67.3 20.1 | .643| .39k|~-490|1.63 | 66.3
10.3] .315| .152]..229 | 2.06 |68.0 22.1 | .697| .b62(--539 1.5 |65.T
12,9 .ho3| .194}-.266| 2.08 |6B.0
15.4] .496| .2h6|-.373| 2.02 [68.6 |[ 5.00( -.B5|-.007| .209] - -|-.061| - -
13| .005| 099 - -] .0%0]| - -
h.or| -1.0| -.023] .089| . -|~-.261] - - 1.1 | .046| .100| ~.028| .45T|58.3
0 006 0B8] - -| .068| - - 1.9 | .068] .111]-. 518 | 67.8
1.0f .o028| .088] - -| .320| - - 2.5 | o4 090 - -]L1.15 - -
3.0 .o90| .088-.057] 1.02 j60.7 k.o | .169] .106]|-.145|1.5% | 82.0
3.0| .089| .096|-.065| .927(65.0 6.8 | .221f .11k|-.173|1.94 | 7h.3
Lol .118| .098|-.087|1.20 |69.2 9.7 | .301{ .159|~-.209|1.90 |6L.B
5.0 1% .099(-.101]1.52 |63.3 13.3 | Jyf .223(-.365|1.87 [ 79.9
§'_.5 20 -J_lg --1i:7 l'gi gﬁ.g 15.3 | .¥0| .266 --387 1,77 | 73.9
-O .El. .:I_'L --1 7 1- - 17. . 3 . -a 57 l. -
B.3| .262| .127)-. 2.07 [68.0 17.%’ 183 gﬁ -.382 l-gz Zgﬁ
10.3| .328] .1%2|-.237| 2.15 |67.8 20.0 | .54T| .bol |-,y |1.36 {68.2
Jo.4i 0337 .163(~.249] 2.06 [69.0 22.0 | .599| .b72|-.502|1.27 {68.6
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TABLE II.- EXPERIMERTAL RESULTS, CONE, FINENESS RATIO %

PSSR R

NOTIIVIMOANT AITHNOES

M o C, {Cp |Cm L/D |c.p. M a ¢, |Cp Cpn | L/D [c.p.
2.75 [ -1.0 [-0.028(0.064 | - -|-0.433] = = [4%.58 [ -1.0 [=0.030 0.060| - --0.455 - =
o) 0 L0631 - -] 0 - - -1.0 | ~.028] .063| - <] -.449] - -
1.0 .0281 .066 po.017] -¥1T7]58.2 0 0 05| - -|lo - -
3.0 087 .0T5 |-, 1.16 |6h.2 1.0 0231 0621 - 4 3B - -
5.1 150 | .081 |-.103} 1.86 [65.8 2.8 072 | OTL |-a050] 1.02 |66.9
5.1 61| .081 |-,112] 2.00 |66.5 5.0 .195| .073 | ~.166| 2.67 |82.6
7.6 L2h7l 09T [-.173| 2.55 |66.% 7.8 | .301] .1091.,oksl 2.76 | 78.3
10.2 .349| .125(-.249| 2.78 |67.9 8.3 | .28L| .117|-.209| 2.%0 |70.9
10.4 .358| .131|-.259| 2.73 |68.9 10,3 .366| 149 | -.260] 2.46 |69.4
12,7 JAsBl J16B1_ 30g! 2,72 168.0 11.8 L38h1 173t 075! 2,22 166.9
15.2 596 | 234 |- 431 2.55 |67.8 13.2 60| 196 1-.336| 2.35 |€66.2
15.3 .585] .230|-.426| 2.55 |68.1 15.3 LS| 254 |- Lol| 2.14 | 68.3
20.2 Bh81 _hosi- g281 2.10 |68.2 17.1 6191 306 |- hApl 2.02 1674
5.3 1-%7 '623 -.Bll-o l-71 68-3 18.]_ -% -3”‘2 "-501 1-95 67-6
20.1 L75L| Jbi2}-.5T2]| 1.82 |67.5
4Ol | -1.0 | =.025| 05h{ - -| =.h60[ - ~ 22,1 .822| 488 |-.641| 1,68 |67.8
) 015 051 - -7 290 - -
1.0 L0h0 | 056 1-.033] .T730[79.6 |5.00 | -.85{ -.018| 064 - -] ~.285
3.0 100 | 065 |-.102] 1.54 |76.3 231 W010 065 - ~| .1h9
3-0 -0% -063 "-072 1057 70-l+ l-l -037 -062 --028 -588
k.o «128 | .067 [-.092} 1.91 [69.4 | L9 | .05T| .067 [-.0u7| .BW5
5.0 .168 | .07k |-.122] 2.26 [70.k 2.k | 123] .059 [-.100] 2.08
6.3 219 | .0831-.151| 2.62 |66.7 k.9 208} .0B1 |-.168] 2.56
7.0 .239 | .090 |--170| 2.6% |68.7 6.8 268 | .10k |-.205] 2.57
8.1 277 .10 |-.193| 2.74 |66.9 T.l .221 | .099 |-.152] 2.23
10.1 <360 | 224 [-.255} 2,90 |67.T 9.h .298| .127 |-.197] 2.35
10-l'|' .3& .lllJI- '1277 2-61|' 69-2 9'}'|' l@B oull' - 198 2-62
1.h «39% | 150 |-.276] 2.62 |66.4 10.9 L349 [ .168 [-.250( 2.08 |66
12.2 L5 | .166 |-.320! 2.68 |68.0 .113.3 73] .228 |-.379] 2.08 |73
13.9 518 | .208 [-.379| 2.49 [68.5 15.3 Sh8 | .292 |-.438|1.88 |72
15.4 .269 239 -.yoo 2.3 |66.4 17.1 613 | .343 [-.495]1.79 | T2
16.1 538 | .202 |-.BT1} 2.18 |67.9 17.9 .596 | .353 (-.u22]1.69 |62
19.k o721 | .361 [~.533] 2.00 |66.6 19.9 OTT| 8 -8 1.62 |61
20.2 787 | b2k [-.598| 1.86 [67.6 21.8 | .738/| .b96 |-.546|1.49 |62
2h.2 +G39 | 55T |~-T99] 1.57 |68.6
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TABLE IV.- EXPERTMENTAL RESULTS, CONE, FINENESS RATIO 7

-

N A s am—

M o Cr, Cp Gm L/D |c.p M a CL Cp Cu
2.75 | =1.0 |-0.035]0.049 | =~ -|=0,713] = = {1 4.01 | 5.1 }0.177 [0.052 |- 12k
0 0 0861 - =] O - - T.1 | 260 | .066}-.181
1.0 .030| .049 |0,017| .619|56.8 10.4% | 462|115 |-.328
3.0 .096] .ob7!|_o61l 2,03 162.3 13.4 | .65kl 18kl hés
5.11 .162| .050 | -.104| 3.22 |62.6
5.3{ .180| .062 | -.134| 2.88 |72.285.00 | -.85]-.003| .039] - -
16.3 | 434 .1ih | -.301] 3.83 [6T.4 13 .023 | .03T| =~ -
15.5| 811 .2u8 | ..568( 3.27 |67.0 1.1 | .052 | .046 {-.0k2
, 2.4 | ,093 | .049 |-.08L
4,01 |-1.0| ~.030| .045| - =| ~.664] - - 4.9 | .17k .062(-.132
0 .00k} Oh6] - ~] L095| - - 6.8 | .24k} .07 |-.180
1.01 .035] .0Mhl_op3l .803163.0 8.0 | .2671 .1061- 150
3.0 | .101| .ok2|-067| 2.40 {6k.9 9.9 | .376 | .122|-.233
0| .136 .olr(J -.090|2.88 |6L.L
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TABLE V.- EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS, 3/4-POWER BODY, FINENESS RATIO 3

S
PSS EY:

-

NOILVWEOSNT ALTHNDHS

M| o C, | Cp( Cnp | LM |e.p M [ « C, | Cp | Cy | L/
2.75 | ~1.0]-0.027 [0.08Q] - -[=0.337| - = [ &.0L | 7.0 [0.228 |0.102 [O.1L7]2.23
0 00| 081 - -] .028 8.3 | 270 J110[-.175(2.45
1.0| .030j .081(-0.021| .378|66.8 10.3 | «34h| L2141 ]-.226{2.4
3.0/ .091| .089~-.05T1 1.02 |59.6 2.4 | | L1713 (--278{2.38
5.1 154 .096] -.008] 1.61 {60.4 1.1 | Wu7h| L206|-.324|2.30
5.3 166} .095]| -.108] 1.75 }62.0 15.% | 536} .251|-.366|2.1h
7.8 .2k} 113 -.162] 2.18 |62.2 16.1 | .562| .270|-.400|2.09
10.4]  .343] .143[-.229| 2.39 |63.0 20.2 | JT06| .395(~.502]|1.79
104 o354 J1bb|-u234] 2.6 [62.6 24,2 | 823} .536!-.623|1.54
12,91 46| .180]-.299| 2.47 |63.0
15.2]  .551| .237|-.369| 2.32 |62.1)5.00 | -.85|-.005] .082| ~- -|-.064 - -
lSIJ‘l‘ 0562 l2)+2 "-386 2.32 63.7 l13 -032 '080 - -39""‘ -
15.5| 549 .24h|~-.380| 2.25 {64.0 1.1 | .o46| OTL| - -| .65 - -
20.2| 772 .393|-.542| 1.96 |63.0 1.9 | .064| ,O75|-.043| .855| 64.6
25.3| .948| .588(-.703| 1.61 {63.3 2.5 .06L| .084(-.033| .T24{ 51.1
. 4.9 | .146] .093]-.095 1.¥ é2,1
,-I'-Ol =1.0 "0023 0071. - =" "-327 - = 6-6 o208 0105 -.138 l- 63.2
0 -.006| .072{~ - -| -.084| - - T4 | 232 .223]-,15111.88 [61.2
1.0l .03 .o72|-.025 .he6(T76.5 9.7 | .297| .148]-.192(2.00 | 60.5
g.g .091 .07161 -.06; 1.1E gug N.2 | .33%| .179|-.196]1.87 |54.1
. n092 -07 "-05 102 l- l . . . l Y 1068 .
h‘-o gl2l !(_)82 "9082 lgh‘T 6h'=8 gg=g 532 5392 "-igj 1557 g%-g
5.0{ .158| .072|-.100| 2.22 |60.9 22.0 | .688| .42 |-.473|1.k6 |58.0
6.5 .213| .092(-.13%] 2.32 60.3h
TR
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TABLE VI.- EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS, 3/L-POWER BODY, FINENESS RATTO 5

ROTILYVWHOJINT XL N00HS

——,

M a . |t (Cm L/D je.p. | M a c, |cp |Cm |L/D
2.731-1.0-0.035{0.04%3 | " "10.817¢{ - - fik.al | 8.1 10.313]0.08310.2053.78 T
"] o | -.002].03%] T "|-.099] - - 10.1 | .415| .118|-.278|3.52 | 64.7
1.0l .o0e8% okl T = .635] - - 12.1 | .523| -15T {=+353[3.33 .8
3.0( .097| .053 [0-055] 1.82" |55.2 13.9 | .611| .202 [-.413]3.02 |64.3
5.0] .170) .061 |=+10 2,77 163.1 16.0 | .726| 272 1-.495|2.67 |6h.0
5.11 .167| .060 {=*998| 2,76 |56.7 20.0 | .21 | .hog[-.638|2.15 [63.2
7.6| .262| .079 |~+167|3.31 l61.9 3.1 |1.083 | .578 [-.T75(1.87 |63.5
10.11 .390( .112 [~+253| 3.48 |(62.6 o
12.7| .sh1| .162 |=+396|3.33 |63.1 |5.00 | -.85|-.006]| .ou1| - -]1.38 | - -
15.0) .714| .234 |~+468] 3.0k |62.4 13| .027f .036) - .| 731 - -
15.2| .718| .23 |~-48% 2 g6 [6k.0 1.1°| .ok2| .039| - .|r.09] - -
20.1] 1.06k| .4hB [=«130C) 2.38 [63.5 1.9 | .076] .039| - _[1.86] ~ -
. 2.5 | 090} .04| . _11.95| - -
h,oL| -1.0| -.030} .039| -~ -|-.T76] - - 5.0 | .185| .088| _ _[3.19| - -
0 | -.002[.037| - -|-.046) - - 6.7 | -243( .078] . _[{3.11}| - -
0 002 034k | -1 =] .O5L| - - 7.0 | .267| .083(-,171|3-22 | 62.2
1.0 .028( .oko |-.019| .T12]65.3 9.4 | .360| 131 (. 47| 2.TH | 65.5
3.0 .097| .0k6 |-.060| 2.11 )60.6 10.7 | .L31) .162{. o8| 2.66 | 65.6
3.1| .105| .oh6 [-.068| 2.30 [63.4 15.2 | 681} .3111_ ng7|2-19 | 67.3
L0 .134%| .050 [-.080] 2,71 {58.Lk 17.2 | 72T} +357 |-.509| 2-0 | 62.7
5.1| .180| .056 |-.118] 3.21 |6h.2 17.2 { 769 «375(-.563] 2-05 | 66.6
6.3] .240| .066 |-.156( 3.63 [63.4 19.6 | .8451| 453 | 61h| 1.687 | 6.8
7.1 .259] .072 |-.167] 3.61 |62.7 21.6 | .959 | .548|_ 88| 1.75 | 63-1
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L

HOILVWIOANT ALTHNJNS

M @ . | ¢p [Cy | L/D |e.p M |a ¢, |[C¢p |Cm |L/D
2.75 [-1.0]-0.32 p.092 | - -}-0.344| - - [|4.01 |14.1 [0.491 [|0.229 [O-308[2.1%
0 0 094 | - <f0 - - 15.% | .575| .279 | =364|2.06
1.0! .0314 .09% lao22l .333168.3 16.1 | 586 .29 [ =365{2.01,
3.0 .100; .100 [~.064 .999160.6 20.2 | .T49| 423 | ~Loo|L.TT
5.1 .168] .109 [-.101|1.54 [57.0 20.2 T60 | 432 | ~489|1.76
5.3 1T7] .107 |~.103]1.66 [55.2 au.2 | .BB2| 57T [=-61k[1.53
7.81 .272] .133 |~.160(2.05 |55.7
10.41 .392 .17L{-.2h11 2.30 {57.7 [5.00 | ~.85)-.008| .099| - -}-.080f - -
15.2| 599 .262 [-.355(2.29 |54.9 .13| .010} .096]| =~ ~| .100| - =
15.5| 6200 .277 {~.392] 2.24 |58.4 1.1 | .037| .098] - .| .380| - -
20,21 .83 .L430(-5h51.95 158.2 1.9 | .055{ .096| - -| .579] - -
25.3| 1.031 .629 |..697| L.64 |58.1 2.5 | .064| .098[_ ohgl .654{69.9
] 4.9 [ 148 .117)-,095]|1.26 |60.6
k.01 1.0 -.023 .086] - -] -.272| - - 6.6 | .193| .119|.,11g|1.62 [5T.9
0 .005 .088| - -] .062| - - 7.8 | .231| .142|- 105[1.62 [50.3
1.0| .033 .088| - | .3712| ~ - 9.7 | «295} .169|. 165[1.75 {5L.7
3.0 .094 .09L |.053|1.04 [5k.0 11.2 349 | .192|_ po5|1.82 |53.9
3.0 .095 .093 |.056|1.02 |56.1 13.3 | he1) 227 - C]1.85 ) - -
Lol .1260 .098 L,o74l1.29 185.8 15.3 5151 .28 _ _li.78 1 - -
5.0 .135 .102 }.058|1.32 |ho.k 17.3 | .603} .354| . .|1.70 ]| - -
6.5 .220] .100 }-.129|2.20 |55.9 17.5 536 ] +342|.,299]1.57 [¥8.7
7.0 .233 .118 |-.137|1.98 |55.6 £0.0 6531 .131|-,393|1.5L |51.6
8.3| .280[ .129 [-.166{2.17 |56.1 22.0 T37| -506 (-, h63|1.46 |53.0
10.3]| .351] .158 |-.212|2.22 |56.8
12:4 ) host 195 (-.26312.18 [57.6
TNACA
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TABLE VITI.- EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS, 1/2-POWER BODY, FINENESS RATIO 5

NP emp—

ROIIVAEOMNT ZITHNDES

M @ . (¢ |Cn |L/D [|ec.p. | @ ¢, | |em |L/D |c.p.
2.75] -1.01-0.038 p.051 - =0.7580 - - 14.01 ] 13.9 (0.5856 [0.025 ko ko612, 91 | 58.7
0 -.002| .051 - = ~.046] - - 16.0 | .805| .309 |-.496|2.60 |57.7
1.0] .o34| .052 pO.0OLY] .655|48.2 20.1 [1.038) .488 |~.660|2.12 |57.9
3.0| .,109] .054 | -. 2.02 |46.0 23.1 {1.213 | .643 |-.801]1.89 |58.5

5.1 .185] .066 | -.091] 2.79 |47.7
5.11 .193| .069 | -.101{ 2.81 |51.0 |5.00 | ~.85{-.015{ .060| - -|-.258] ~ ~
7.6 .298 ] .089 | -.160| 3.35 |52.0 .13| .006| .056{ - ~| .115] -~ -
10.1| .48 .130 | -.254] 3.43 [5h.7 1.1 | .028| .058| ~ ~| .hgo| - -
12.4%| .610 | .188|-.355| 3.25 |55.8 1.9 | .o¥71.062( - -] .158| - ~
15.0| .815 ]| .279 | ~.479| 2.92 |55.7 2. | .06k | .052| - «|l.24 | - -
| 20-2] 1.2% .51k | =.811) 2.44 159.6 ?.o .1:56 069 | - - 232 - —
Q.3 [ 48 . - =Y - -
4.01| ~1.0] ~.030 | .05 | - -] -.669} ~ - “ 7.7 1 300 .111 |-.140/2.71 |L4k.8
0 006 | 046 -« 132 - - 9.4 | .365] .145)-.183|2.52 | 47.7
1.0| .039 | .046 | -,023] .8L46|56.8 11.0 | 459 .203 |-.269|2.26 |5k.9
3.0 .116] .052 | -.061| 2.24 |51.6 13.3 | 5581 .2k5 |-.36112.28 |€0.3
Lol .1431].057[~-.068| 2.51 [k6.2 15.2.{ .681( .308 |-.443[2.21 |60.0
7.1| .284| .076|-.169| 3.75 |58.1 15.2 | 774 | .302 |~.54T|2.506 |66.2
8.1 .339| .077}~.195| k.h2 |56.4. 17.1 | .854 | .370 |-.58l{2.31 |63.1
10.1] LJubh | (131 | -.264] 3.39 {57.4 17.2 | 849 | .373 [-.5842.28 |63.L
10.4) .h511.135 | -.271) 3-33 |58.0 19.7 | -967 | .480 |-.643[2.02 |60.1
12.1} .5551{.175|-.338} 3-17 |5B.2 21.6 11.079 ] .599 |-~.731)1.80 |59.9
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TABLE IX.~ EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS, TANGENT OGIVE, FINENESS RATIO 3

SST2CY WM VOVN

S

NOTLVAYOINT AITHNDOEE

M @ e, | Cp | Gu | L/D [cop. || M « c, | ¢ | o [L/D [e-p-

2.75 | -1.0 h0.028 |0.113| - -|-0.252| - - { k.01 |10.3 [0.373 |0.175 }0.218|2.13 |5*.T

o| .o0%| .108] - -{ .032| - - 12.% | 450 | .209 |~.2742.16 |56.5

1.0 oMb 113 - =] .392] = = .1 | 517 | 246 |~.323[2.20 |5T-5

3.0} 11%| 117 (0.066| .97T1|54.8 15.% | 578 .29 |-.351]1.97 |55.2

5.0} .188| .131(-.108]| 1.43 |54.3 16.1 | «60L | .311 {-.368[1.94 [55.4

5.3 «196| J2L4| -. 1.59 |54.0 19.5 | +735 | 518 [-.h70l1L.76 |56.%

7.81 293 .153] -.175] 1.91 |56.3 20.2 | 755 | 43 |-.485[1.71 |56.3

ta 10.4| .396| .190| -.239| 2.09 | 56.4 ah.2 | .88k .592 [-,605[1.%9 [5T.6

o 10.4| J410| .198| -.239| 2.07 | 5k.k

13.0| .502| .233] -.307| 2.16 |56.8] 5.00 | -.85[-.004} 134 | - -|-.038
1 15.2 | .618] .293| -.38% 2.11 |57.1 13 [-.016| .10 | - -[-.148
J 15.5| .615| .293| -.384 2.10 |57.2 1.1 | .003| .113| - -| .030
%-‘ 15.5| 634 .299| -.388] 2.12 | 56.2 1.9 | 058 | 117 | .032| .k93
20.2| .B4B| .460| -.554 1.8k |58.0 2.5 | Job5| 106 < .| 423

% 25,3 [ 1,040 | .668| =.T13| 1.56 |58.0 %.9 [ +123| .122 |-,053{1.0L [39.6

<X 6.6 | +183| .136 |-.096|1.35 |L48.8

of hool | ~1.0| -.027| 10| - -| -.261 7.9 | 289 | .149 |-.189{1.94 [61.6

= ol .oo7|.103] - -| .o6% 9.7 | +328 .205 |-,189]1.60 |52.8

1.0| .031| .20k }-,020| .299!61.3 11.2 | .385| .285 [-.232/1.71 [55.0

3.0 J10%|.111|-,059| .936|54.1 13.3 | -432| .243 |-.306|1.78 |6k.2

3.0 .116]| .103(-.079{1.13 |65.1 15.3 | .503 | .30L |-.355|1.68 [62.9

h.0| .139| .115|-.076| 1.20 |52.0 17.3 | «598| .368 |-.hop|1.62 |62.0

5.0 217 +114|-.15211.89 |67.4 17.5 t .503| .358 |-.248|1.k0 |k2.1

6.5| 21| .123|-.136|1.96 |53.6 20.0 | .609 | M4k |- ,338{1.37 |46.7

7.0 .289| .134]-,200]2.16 |66.0 22.0 | .688| .513 |-, ko0|1.3k |48.2

8.3| .297| .145}-.170|2.05 |53.9
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TABLE X.- EXPFRIMENTAL RESULTS, TANGENT OGIVE, FINENESS RATIO 5

e

T

NOITLVNEOINT ALTHODHES

M| ol o, | ¢ | Cn| LD ep. | M| o | O | Cp| Cn| LD
2.75 | =1.0 [-0.045(0.056 | - -}0.806| - - ||4.0L | 8.1 [0.355]0.103 [0.190|3.45
0 -,000| 053] = ~| «.023| -~ - 10.1 | 466| ,1h41|-.266(3.30
1.0| .039| -05k| =~ -| .726| - - 12.1 | .578| .182]-.335({3.17
3.0 .121| .066| - -}1.8% |- - 13.9 | .684| .230|-.408{2.97
5.1 .213| -07T7 }0.123} 2.76 [56.0 16.0 | .822| .322|-.508|2.55
T.61 .342| 102 |-,202| 3.35 [5T.k 20.1 |1.03%| .4o5|-.65T|2.09
10.2| .kro| 146 1-.286] 3.29 [57.6 2k 6 |1.250( J725(-.8381.72
10.5| .510] +158 j~.307| 3.22 [58.0
12,71 .6u8! .2081-.397 3.11 58,5 ||5.00 | -.B5[-.035) .053| - -[-.663] -
15.1 | .826| 294 | - -{2.81 | - - J3[-.006} .052] - -[-.126] -
15.3 | -839| -20%|-,523| 2.85 [59.1 1.1 | .006( .053} - - -
20.2 | 1.303| -532 [-.861| 2.45 [61.5 1.9 | .034| 057} = - -
23.6 | 1.539| -699 |-1.030| 2.20 |61.0 3.0 | .103| .062| . -|1.6T7 | -
hoo | 181 .082| - -[2.20 | -
4.01 | =1.0 | -,040| OUT| =~ -| -.839] - - 6.6 | .255| .116| - -]2.20 | -
0 0 L8 - -0 - 6.9 | «252| 11T | -.114]{2.15 {43
1.0| .036| .051|-.022| .712(58.7 T.2 | .258] .118]-,118{2.18 |43
1.0| .o37| 048 |-.019] .761|50.7 G | 23517 J1AT|-.182(2.39 |49
2.5| .006| »058 |-.048| 1.66 [h8.k 10.7 | B17| +180(-.216[2.32 {48
3.1| .131| +060|~.076] 2,16 ]56.5 13.3 | <597 .2691-,363(2.22 1%6.
L.o| .159] +067 |-.082[ 2.39 {50.1 15.3 | WT12) ,329- 43212,16 |55
5.1 .219] 074 [-.125] 2.96 |55.6 17.2 | .T78| .369|-.515/2.10 |60
6.3 .277] -083 [-.14k4| 3.3% |50.6 19.7 | 918 .u85]-.623|1.89 |60
7.1| .310| -092 |-.181] 3.39 |[56.6 21,6 |L.04T | 4595 (-, T27[L.TE |60

[~f~4

kg
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TABLE XI.- EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS, TANGEKT OGIVE, FINERESS RATIO T

NOTIVIMOSANT ALTHOOHS

M a c. | ¢ Cu | L/D |e.p M @ e, | ¢ | Om | L/D [e.p.
2-75 ~-1.0 "0.039 Oooil's = -"'Ou%- - - }"'-Ol 5.1 0.228 0.063 “QlBO 3065 56.0
Q0 | =.005( JO3T| = =[=.23T7| - - 6.3 | .305| .076|-.183|3.98 |58.6
1.0] .036| .ob6{-0.015 .777lL41.6 7.2 | 341 .081|~.173[4.21 |49.6
3.0| 124} .052] -.062| 2.0 {49.1 10.4 | 5TH| 2152 |-.349/3.79 |59.0
5.1 214 .062] -.110| 3.45 |50.2 13.5 | .808| .243|-.499|3.32 [59.3
5.3] .233| .07L| -.130| 3.26 |54.3 | 5.00 [ -.85|-.019| .o41| - ~(-.k63| - -
10.5( .563| 147} -.331| 3.8k |57.0 13| .016{ .oko| - ~| .410O| =~ -
13.0| .786| .220] -.469| 3.58 |57.5 1.1 | .ok2{ .okl ([-.021]2.0L4 [50.3
1.9 | .Oo74]| .045(~.033|1.66 |43.k
4.01 [ =1.0| -~.040| O46| -~ -| -.868] - - o.h | .082| .ok |-.0M4]1.86 |52.3
0 L005| JOUB| =~ =| L11H[ - - 4,9 | .206| .070{-.125|2.96 |59.1
1,0| .oug| .ok7| -.027| 1.0k |54.0 6.9 | .32h| .098 |~.212{3.30 |63.6
3.0| .135| .052| -.070] 2.59 |50.k4 8.5 | .383] .135{-.236|2.84 [59.1.
3.1| .136] .051| -.OTT] 2.68 |55.3 10.3 | 479] 178 |{-.276|2.69 |54.8
b,1| .181| .056| ~.094( 3.24 |51.2
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